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which, at a later time, they worked their way back
again into the purer light of a religious or philoso-
phical monotheism.

It is curious to see how long it takes before any
of these purely gratuitous theories are entirely an-
nihilated. They may have been refuted again and
again, the best theologians and scholars may long
have admitted that they rest on no solid foundation
whatsoever, yet they crop up in places where we
should least expect them, in books of reference, and,
what is still worse, in popular school-books; and
thus the tares are sown broadcast, and spring up
everywhere till they almost choke the wheat.

The science of language and the science of religion.

The science of language offers in this respect many
points of similarity with the science of religion.
Without any warrant either from the Bible or from
any other source, nay, without being able to connect
any clear understanding with such a theory, many
mediaeval, and even modern, writers have maintained
that language too owed its origin to a primeval
revelation. The next step was, that this primeval
language could only have been Hebrew; the next
step again, that all other languages must be derived
from Hebrew. It is extraordinary to see the learning
and ingenuity expended in voluminous works to
prove that Greek and Latin, French and English,
were all derived from Hebrew. When, however, no
amount of torture could force from Hebrew the con-
fession that she was the mother of all those de-
generate children, the very failure of these repeated